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Sources for use with Section B. Answer ONE question in Section B on the topic for which you

have been prepared.

E1 - The World in Crisis, 1879-1941

Sources for use with Question 5

SOURCE 1

(From Jack Watson, Twentieth Century World Affairs, 3rd edition, published 1984)

1

SOURCE 2

Over-optimistic and wary of setting up a machine which could be damaging to
themselves, the peace-makers made no real provisions for enforcing the will of
the League of Nations. The Council could only with difficulty, and as a last resort,
raise an army. Articles 10-17 of the Covenant barely faced up to the problem of
major powers which refused to accept the League’s rules. The Articles were vague
about non-members and too readily assumed that breaches of the peace could
be dealt with by sanctions, a sort of economic boycott. Parties to a dispute were
not allowed to vote on it in the Council, but this was not enough to make sure that
parties to a dispute would abide by a Council decision.

(From Stephen J. Lee, Aspects of European History 1789-1980, published 1982)

10

15

SOURCE 3

What stands out most clearly is the indecisiveness of the governments who formed,
and subsequently claimed, to uphold the League - the United States, Britain and
France. The impact of the complete withdrawal of the United States from the
League of Nations was enormous; many historians consider the American return
to isolation undermined the League from the very beginning. Certainly, American
isolation made it impossible to consider any specific action over Manchuria in
1931. Similarly, League sanctions against Italy over the invasion of Abyssinia
were pointless without American participation, and Roosevelt’s refusal to become
involved in the European crises of the late 1930s considerably enhanced the cause
of fascism.

(From Terry Morris and Derrick Murphy, Europe 1870-1991, 2nd edition, published 2001)

20

25

30

The League of Nations failed in its primary task, to prevent further war, due to the
fact that it represented a new concept in international relations in a world where
most major powers were content to stick to the old selfish methods of force and
power politics. In the major confrontations of the inter-war period, the League
failed because it was totally ignored by one or more of the disputing parties. The
League was bypassed in the case of the Polish seizure of the town of Vilna (1920),
Japanese aggression in Manchuria (1931), Italian attacks on Abyssinia (1935) and
all of Hitler’s expansionist moves. Mussolini fully appreciated that, especially in the
1930s, the machinery of the League appealed only to those nations too weak to
look after their own interests. ‘The League is all right, he declared, ‘when sparrows
quarrel. It fails when eagles fall out’
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E1 - The World in Crisis, 1879-1941
Sources for use with Question 6

SOURCE 4
(From A. J. P. Taylor, The Origins of the Second World War, 2nd edition, published 1963)

In the end, it is hard to tell whether Hitler took the project of war against Soviet
Russia seriously; or whether it was an attractive illusion with which he hoped to
mesmerise Western statesmen. If he took the project seriously, this makes the
actual war of 1939 - not a war against Soviet Russia, but a war against the Western

35 Powers, with Germany and Soviet Russia half-way towards an alliance - more
inexplicable than ever. Perhaps the old, simple explanation reasserts itself. The
war of 1939, far from being premeditated, was a mistake, the result on both sides
of diplomatic blunders.

SOURCE 5
(From Joachim C. Fest, Hitler, published 1977)

In regard to the Second World War, there can be no question about whose was the

40 guilt. Hitler’s conduct throughout the crises of 1938-39, his highhandedness, his
urge to bring things to a head and plunge into catastrophe, shaped events. Any
wish to compromise on the part of the Western powers was bound to come to
nothing. Who caused the war is a question that cannot be seriously raised. Hitler’s
policy during the preceding years was oriented towards war. Without war his

45 actions would have lacked goal and consistency, and Hitler would not have been
the man he was.

SOURCE 6
(From R. J. Overy, The Origins of the Second World War, 2nd edition, published 1998)

It must not be forgotten that war in 1939 was declared by Britain and France on
Germany, and not the other way round. A large part of any explanation for the war
must rest on this central point. Why did the two western powers go to war with
50 Germany? France and Britain had complex interests and motives for war. They, too,
had to take decisions on international questions with one eye on public opinion
and domestic politics and another on potential enemies elsewhere. The traditional
picture of the western democracies acting as honest brokers in world affairs, vainly
trying to uphold the spirit of the Covenant of the League of Nations, and the
55 strategy of ‘collective security’in the face of totalitarian pressure, can no longer be
upheld. British and French policy before 1939 was governed primarily by national
self-interest and only secondarily by moral considerations. In other words, the
British and the French, just like the Germans, were anxious to preserve or extend
their power, and safeguard their economic interests. In the end, this meant going
60 to war in 1939 to preserve Franco-British power and prestige.

3
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Sources for use with Section B. Answer ONE question in Section B on the topic for which you

have been prepared.

E2 - A World Divided: Superpower Relations, 1944-90

Sources for use with Question 7

SOURCE 7

(From Robert Wolfson and John Laver, Years of Change: European History 1890-1990, 3rd edition,
published 2001)

1

10

SOURCE 8

The USA and Britain accepted that, because of the role of the USSR in defeating
Nazi Germany, much of Central and Eastern Europe was within the Soviet sphere
of influence. The problem for the West was that no-one was sure of the USSR’s
intentions. It was recognised that, at the very least, Russia wanted friendly
governments on its western borders as a buffer against future attacks from the
West. However, particularly as the Cold War developed, many in the West assumed
that the USSR had a much more ambitious aim of consolidating Communist control
in its sphere of influence and then seeking to extend Soviet influence into Western
Europe itself. By 1948, Western attitudes had hardened as the USSR tightened its
grip over the countries of Central and Eastern Europe.

(From Terry Morris and Derrick Murphy, Europe 1870-1991, 2nd edition, published 2001)

15

20

SOURCE 9

There were important economic advantages for the USA in starting a cold war. US
policy-makers feared another economic depression once the Second World War
was over. To prevent this from taking place, the US government hoped to keep
high levels of military and government expenditure. As a result, the USSR was
portrayed as aggressive and threatening. To prevent the spread of communism to
western Europe, the US government launched the European Recovery Programme
in 1947. Known as Marshall Aid, billions of US dollars were used to bring economic
recovery to western Europe as the best means of limiting communist influence.
Truman was responsible for creating the ‘military-industrial complex’ where big
business in the USA supported conflict with the USSR in order to keep high levels
of military spending.

(From Michael Lynch, Stalin and Khrushchev: The USSR, 1924—-64, published 1990)

25

30

Since the USSR could not hope to compete on equal economic terms with the USA
immediately after the Second World War, Stalin concluded that the only policy
available was to withdraw the Soviet Union behind its new defensive east European
barrier. Germany became the new front line in this defensive system. This explains
why Stalin became so sensitive and uncooperative on the German question, always
regarding Western suggestions for a settlement as the thin end of the wedge being
driven into Soviet security. The USSR’s economic plight made Marshall Aid a sorely
tempting offer, and Stalin for a brief period considered accepting it. But, in the
end, he felt he could not risk allowing the Eastern bloc to become economically
dependent upon the USA. The political dangers were too great.
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E2 - A World Divided: Superpower Relations, 1944-90

Sources for use with Question 8

SOURCE 10
(From David Williamson, Europe and the Cold War, 1945-91, published 2001)

35

40

45

Behind the nuclear facade, the whole Soviet bloc was suffering a steady economic,
ideological, moral and cultural decline. This was primarily caused by its own
economic inefficiencies and inability to match the West's economic growth. Until
the Reagan Presidency, no statesman in the West dared call the USSR’s bluff. By
developing the SDI [Strategic Defence Initiative], Reagan challenged the USSR in
a way that had not happened since the late 1940s. The USSR simply could not
keep pace. This was the context in which Gorbachev came to the conclusion that
the only chance the USSR had of surviving was to modernise its economy and
society along Western lines. He thus embarked on an ambitious, but ultimately
unsuccessful, attempt to base the USSR’s links with its satellite states on consent
rather than coercion. This approach, however, came too late. After the grey,
corrupt and repressive years of the Brezhnev era, the sudden freedom offered by
Gorbachev was used by the East Europeans to reject Socialism and to look to the
American and West European economic models.

SOURCE 11
(From Bradley Lightbody, The Cold War, published 1999)

50

The end of the Cold War coincided with Reagan’s military challenge to the Soviet
Union and this has promoted the theory that Reagan won the Cold War. This claim
is undermined by the fact that Yuri Andropov stood firm against Reagan’s challenge
between 1982 and 1984 and refused to make any concessions in the arms race.
Reagan also promised to share SDI technology in an ‘open labs’ policy which
contradicts the theory of a plan to force the Soviet Union into overspend. There
was a defence lobby at the heart of Reagan’s administration who recommended
breaking the Soviet economy, but it was a lobby not a strategy.

SOURCE 12
(From Robert J. McMahon, The Cold War: A Very Short Introduction, published 2003)

55

The rapid-fire series of events, which occurred between 1985 and 1990, stunned
governments and ordinary citizens alike across the world. Ronald Reagan, the
most openly anti-communist American leader of the entire Cold War era, suddenly
found the new Soviet leader Gorbachev saying yes to arms control faster than he
could say no. Gorbachev moved to ‘de-ideologize’ Moscow’s foreign policy. He
offered unilateral concessions on conventional armed forces, and vowed to remove

60 Soviet troops from Afghanistan. To his great credit, Reagan proved willing first

N35151A

to moderate, and then abandon, deeply held personal convictions about the evil
nature of communism, thereby permitting a genuine relationship to develop.
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6HI03/E - War and Peace: Twentieth Century International Relations
SECTION A
Answer ONE question in Section A on the topic for which you have been prepared.

You should start the answer to your chosen question in Section A on page 3.
Section B begins on page 11.

E1 - The World in Crisis, 1879-1941
Answer EITHER Question 1 OR Question 2.

EITHER

1 To what extent was the accelerating European arms race after 1900 responsible for
the outbreak of the First World War?
(Total for Question 1 = 30 marks)
OR

2 ‘The disarmament policies pursued by the major powers in the years 1921-33 had
little success. How far do you agree with this view?

(Total for Question 2 = 30 marks)
E2 - A World Divided: Superpower Relations, 1944-90
Answer EITHER Question 3 OR Question 4.

EITHER

3 How far did ‘peaceful coexistence’ ease Cold War tensions between the Soviet Union
and the USA in the years 1953-61?
(Total for Question 3 = 30 marks)
OR

4 To what extent was the deterioration in Sino-Soviet relations in the years 1958-69 due
to personal rivalries?

(Total for Question 4 = 30 marks)

TOTAL FOR SECTION A =30 MARKS
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SECTION A

Put a cross in the box indicating the first question you have chosen to answer [X.
If you change your mind, put a line through the box $¢ and then put a cross in another box [X.

Chosen Question Number:

Question 1 [] Question 2 []

Question 3 [] Question 4 []
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SECTION B
Answer ONE question in Section B on the topic for which you have been prepared.
You should start the answer to your chosen question in Section B on page 13.
E1 - The World in Crisis, 1879-1941

Study the relevant sources in the Sources Insert.
Answer EITHER Question 5 OR Question 6.

EITHER
5 Use Sources 1, 2 and 3 and your own knowledge.

How far do you agree with the view that, during the inter-war period, the League of
Nations was undermined mainly by defects in its own constitution?

Explain your answer, using Sources 1, 2 and 3 and your own knowledge of the issues
related to this controversy.

(Total for Question 5 = 40 marks)

OR
6 Use Sources 4, 5 and 6 and your own knowledge.

‘The war of 1939, far from being premeditated, was a mistake, the result on both
sides of diplomatic blunders’ (Source 4, lines 36-38). How far do you agree with this
opinion?

Explain your answer, using Sources 4, 5 and 6 and your own knowledge of the issues
related to this controversy.

(Total for Question 6 = 40 marks)

1
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E2 - A World Divided: Superpower Relations, 1944-90

Study the relevant sources in the Sources Insert.
Answer EITHER Question 7 OR Question 8.

EITHER
7 Use Sources 7, 8 and 9 and your own knowledge.

How far do you agree with the view that the development of the Cold War in the
years 1945-48 owed more to Soviet expansionism than to the USA’s economic
interests?

Explain your answer, using Sources 7, 8 and 9 and your own knowledge of the issues
related to this controversy.

(Total for Question 7 = 40 marks)

OR
8 Use Sources 10, 11 and 12 and your own knowledge.

How far do you agree with the view that the Cold War came to an end because of
mounting economic pressure on the Soviet Union during the 1980s?

Explain your answer, using Sources 10, 11 and 12 and your own knowledge of the
issues related to this controversy.

(Total for Question 8 = 40 marks)

TOTAL FOR SECTION B = 40 MARKS
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SECTION B

Put a cross in the box indicating the second question you have chosen to answer [X.
If you change your mind, put a line through the box $¢ and then put a cross in another box [X.

Chosen Question Number:

Question 5 [] Question 6 []

Question 7 [] Question 8 []
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TOTAL FOR SECTION B = 40 MARKS

TOTAL FOR PAPER =70 MARKS
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